
Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

Washington, D.C. 20554 

In the Matter of 

Connect America Fund 

)
)
)

WC Docket No. 10-90 

A-CAM COMPETITIVE CHALLENGE 

COMMENTS OF GRAND RIVER MUTUAL TELEPHONE CORPORATION 
CHALLENGING A-CAM COMPETITORS PURSUANT TO PUBLIC NOTICE 

Grand River Mutual Telephone Corporation (“Grand River” or the “Company”) hereby 

submits these comments regarding the Federal Communications Commission’s (“FCC” or 

“Commission”) April 7, 2016 Public Notice which published the preliminary determination of 

unsubsidized competitive coverage for rate-of-return Incumbent Local Exchange Carrier (“ILEC”) 

study areas.1

Pursuant to the Public Notice and paragraph 71 the Report and Order, Order and Order on 

Reconsideration, and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking released on March 30, 2016 in the 

above-reference proceedings by the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC” or 

“Commission”),2 Grand River hereby challenges the competitive coverage in certain census blocks 

contained in the latest version of the A-CAM model (ver. 2.2). 

I. BACKGROUND 

Grand River is a rural incumbent local exchange carrier (“RLEC”) serving a large study 

area in northern Missouri (Study Area Code 421888) and southcentral Iowa (Study Area Code 

351888).  The challenges in these comments pertain to Grand River’s Missouri study area. The 

1 See Wireline Competition Bureau Releases Alternative Connect America Cost Model Version 2.2 and Illustrative 
Results and Commences Challenge Process to Competitive Coverage, WC Docket No. 10-90, Public Notice (rel. Apr. 
7, 2016) (“Public Notice”).

2 See Connect America Fund et al., WC Docket No. 10-90 et al., Order, FCC 16-33 (rel. Mar. 30, 2016) (“USF Reform 
Order”).



Company is interested in accepting the voluntary offer of A-CAM support, but is concerned about 

the accuracy of the model as it is in version 2.2.  

As further outlined below, the Company maintains that the latest version of the A-CAM 

contains errors that are significantly impacting the total number of locations eligible for support 

by excluding census blocks where Form 477 data erroneously indicates the presence of 

unsubsidized competitive providers.  These errors in the A-CAM model significantly reduces 

Grand River’s potential model-based support.

Through this petition, Grand River is not challenging all competitive overlap information 

within the A-CAM for its study area, as there are some unsubsidized competitors operating in a 

few of the Company’s census blocks in compliance with the Commission’s standards, but there 

are certain census blocks that contain erroneous competitive overlap findings, which Grand River 

is seeking to have corrected in the next release of the A-CAM. 

II. DEMONSTRATION OF ERRONEOUS COMPETITIVE FORM 477 DATA  

In regard to unsubsidized competitors identified in certain census blocks within Grand 

River’s study area in the latest A-CAM, the Company submits these challenges based primarily 

on grounds that the entities detailed below do not provide broadband service at 10/1 Mbps within 

Grand River’s study area.

As the FCC noted in its USF Reform Order, in order to be considered an unsubsidized 

competitor, a provider must offer broadband service that is at least capable of providing 10/1 Mbps 

service within a rate-of-return carrier’s study area.3  However, as further addressed below, the 

identified competitive provider does not offer broadband service in census blocks within the 

Company’s study area.  

a. AT&T Services, Inc.  

According to the A-CAM, AT&T offers DSL service (technology code 12) in one of Grand 

River’s census blocks (290799602002004), which is not accurate. The competitive overlap data in 

the A-CAM is based on FCC Form 477 data submitted by AT&T (data as of June 30, 2015).  As 

confirmed by the attached declarations from representatives of Grand River (Attachment A), 

AT&T does not offer broadband service capable of 10/1 Mbps in Grand River’s study area.  Grand 

3 USF Reform Order at footnote 31. 



River believes that AT&T erroneously reported this census block in its Form 477, as it is situated 

far from anywhere that AT&T has high-speed broadband. In the next release of the A-CAM, this 

census block should be not be shown as a “knock out” by AT&T. 

b. Suddenlink Communications 

According to the A-CAM, Suddenlink offers cable modem service (technology code 42) 

in one of Grand River’s census blocks (290799601002134), which is not accurate. The competitive 

overlap data in the A-CAM is based on FCC Form 477 data submitted by Suddenlink (data as of 

June 30, 2015).  As confirmed by the attached declaration from representatives of Grand River 

(Attachment B), Suddenlink does not offer broadband service capable of 10/1 Mbps in this census 

block in the Company’s study area.  The Grand River District Manager inspected the census block 

and found no evidence of coax on poles or pedestals, and no visible lines going into residences in 

the block.  The Company has seen no evidence of Suddenlink marketing in this area. In the next 

release of the A-CAM, this census block should be not be shown as a “knock out” by Suddenlink. 

c. MCC Missouri LLC 

According to the A-CAM, MCC Missouri offers cable modem service (technology code 

42) in three of Grand River’s census blocks (290819502001250, 290819502002016, and 

290819502003053), which is not accurate. The competitive overlap data in the A-CAM is based 

on FCC Form 477 data submitted by MCC Missouri (data as of June 30, 2015).  As confirmed by 

the attached declaration from representatives of Grand River (Attachment C), MCC Missouri does 

not offer broadband service capable of 10/1 Mbps in these census blocks in the Company’s study 

area.  Representatives from Grand River investigated MCC Missouri’s service claims in these 

census blocks and found no evidence of service. MCC Missouri does not respond to locate calls in 

these census blocks, they do not advertise service offerings there, and MCC Missouri 

representatives confirmed in service inquiry calls that no service in available in these blocks. In 

the next release of the A-CAM, this census block should be not be shown as a “knock out” by 

MCC Missouri. 



d. Northeast Missouri Rural Telephone Company 

According to the A-CAM, Northeast Missouri Rural Telephone Company (“NEMR”) 

offers FTTH service (technology code 50) in one of Grand River’s census blocks 

(291719601001407), which is not accurate. This is not a “split block”, it is completely isolated 

inside Grand River’s study area (see map, Attachment D). The competitive overlap data in the A-

CAM is based on FCC Form 477 data submitted by NEMR (data as of June 30, 2015).  As 

confirmed by the attached declaration from representatives of NEMR (Attachment E), NEMR does 

not offer broadband service capable of 10/1 Mbps in Grand River’s study area.  Grand River 

believes that NEMR erroneously reported this census block in its Form 477, as it is situated far 

from anywhere that NEMR has high-speed broadband. In the next release of the A-CAM, this 

census block should be not be shown as a “knock out” by NEMR. 

III. CONCLUSION 

For the reasons stated above, Grand River respectfully requests, pursuant to the Public

Notice and paragraph 71 of the USF Reform Order, that the Commission find the evidence 

submitted herein to be sufficient to correct the erroneous exclusion of certain census blocks in the 

latest A-CAM such that Grand River can make an informed decision as to whether or not it wishes 

to opt for model-based support and to such other relief, as the Company may be justly entitled. 

     Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ Ronald T. Hinds,
Chief Executive Officer 

Filed April 28, 2016 

Attachments 


























































